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health support through education, ad-
vocacy, and awareness. Steel Smiling 
has an ambitious goal, to connect 
every Black person in Pittsburgh to a 
positive mental health experience that 
improves their quality of life by the 
year 2030. 

Julius’s empathy and vision is en-
couraging and inspiring, and I look for-
ward to witnessing the transformative 
impact of his work. Steel Smiling has 
already begun to improve the mental 
well-being of Pittsburgh’s Black com-
munity. Since 2019, the organization 
has been a significant provider of com-
munity services, helping Black 
Pittsburghers to receive mental health 
treatment, training, and support. 

The implementation of culturally 
sensitive programs, trainings, and 
workshops have helped combat the cul-
tural stigma that exists in Black and 
Brown communities surrounding men-
tal health. 

The need for sensitive, stigma-free 
mental health support has been a long-
standing one, but there has been a long 
gap between the need for services and 
the availability of them. 

Furthermore, the COVID–19 pan-
demic has even more starkly illus-
trated the critical need for behavioral 
health services, especially for people of 
color. So I am grateful to Julius for 
not just recognizing the need but for 
stepping up and working to address 
critical community need. 

(Ms. SMITH assumed the chair.) 
TRIBUTE TO THEO BRADDY 

Madam President, finally, Theo 
Braddy, our fourth honoree. 

Theo is from Harrisburg, PA, and he 
is the personification of resilience in 
the face of adversity, and I am honored 
to recognize him today. 

At the age of 15, Theo was involved in 
an accident while playing high school 
football, and the resulting neck injury 
left him paralyzed and a wheelchair 
user. This life-changing experience 
would become a catalyst for his future 
work in the Commonwealth of Pennsyl-
vania. 

After his accident, Theo moved to 
Pennsylvania and completed high 
school. He furthered his education by 
graduating from Edinboro University 
in Erie County, and then he earned his 
master’s degree in social work from 
Temple University in 1988. 

Later that year, Theo Braddy estab-
lished and became the founding direc-
tor of the Center for Independent Liv-
ing of Central Pennsylvania, a position 
he held for over 30 years. As CEO, Theo 
was instrumental in creating an inde-
pendent living center that would be-
come a strong and vibrant voice for 
people with disabilities in central 
Pennsylvania and, indeed, throughout 
the Commonwealth. 

Under Theo’s leadership, the Center 
for Independent Living of Central 
Pennsylvania not only provided essen-
tial services for people with disabilities 
but has also advocated for accessible 
transportation, more access to assist-
ive technology, and expanded home- 
and community-based services. 

Theo crafted his leadership role to 
both create services for people with 
disabilities and to advocate to improve 
the lives of people with disabilities. 

In addition to his work leading the 
center, Theo has served on numerous 
boards and committees over his career, 
influencing disability policy. 

He was appointed by three different 
Governors of Pennsylvania to serve as 
a commissioner for the Pennsylvania 
Human Relations Commission. Theo 
also served on the Pennsylvania State-
wide Independent Living Council. 

He has taken his years of service and 
advocacy to the classroom to help 
shape the disability leaders of the fu-
ture, teaching at several institutions of 
higher education. For example, in 2019, 
after leading the Center for Inde-
pendent Living of Central Pennsyl-
vania for those 30 years, Theo retired 
to begin his next venture. Today, Theo 
serves as president of his own con-
sulting firm. 

I have had the opportunity to work 
with Theo on a number of disability 
issues over the years, and his profes-
sional and personal knowledge about 
the importance of home- and commu-
nity-based services has been invaluable 
in shaping meaningful policy and com-
municating it to Members of Congress. 

For over 40 years, Theo has proudly 
and inclusively served the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania with his advo-
cacy for people with disabilities. We 
are grateful for his commitment to 
making our State and our Nation fairer 
and more accessible for all. 

In conclusion, it is a privilege and a 
pleasure to be able to honor these re-
markable Pennsylvanians: Ty Holmes, 
Della Clark, Julius Boatwright, and 
Theo Braddy. While their work as re-
pairers of the breach varies from com-
munity activism and youth develop-
ment to economic development, to 
mental health support, to the civil 
rights of people with disabilities, all 
four share a commitment to lifting up 
their neighbors and their neighbor-
hoods. They believe that we are strong-
er when we stand together and that, by 
joining hands with our brothers and 
sisters, we can overcome adversity, 
build resilience, and flourish together. 

As we head toward the light at the 
end of the tunnel of this pandemic and 
continue to strive to ensure the ideals 
of our Nation are fulfilled for all Amer-
icans, the stories of these exceptional 
leaders will continue to inspire all of 
us to pursue a brighter tomorrow for 
America. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Ohio. 
UKRAINE 

Mr. PORTMAN. Madam President, I 
come to the floor tonight with my col-
league from New Hampshire, Senator 
JEANNE SHAHEEN, to discuss the crit-
ical situation in Ukraine. 

Ukraine is an independent country. 
It is a democracy. It is an ally of ours. 
It is a country that is currently under 
siege. There is a threat of invasion by 
Russia that grows every single day. 

Right now, there are more than 
130,000 Russian troops under the com-
mand of 100 tactical groups sur-
rounding Ukraine. This Russian de-
ployment includes nuclear-capable 
missiles, rockets, tanks, and artillery, 
and it is no longer just on the eastern 
border of Ukraine, where there has 
been activity before, as we will discuss, 
but now on the northern border, where 
Russian combat troops and heavy 
equipment have moved into the coun-
try of Belarus and also in Crimea. Ad-
ditionally, Russia has now deployed 
amphibious assault ships and other 
ships into the Black Sea, to the south, 
and has positioned its S–400 missile de-
fense systems, which could stop flights 
into Ukraine. 

So from the east, from the north, and 
from the south, Ukraine is facing this 
threat. News accounts say additional 
equipment is actually being moved to 
the Ukrainian border, not being pulled 
away. 

While there are differing views on 
whether Russia has made the final de-
cision as to whether to invade or not, 
there is no question that they have 
now amassed the capability needed to 
conduct a full-scale invasion of 
Ukraine. 

Let’s not forget that Russia has in-
vaded Ukraine twice in the past 8 
years, illegally annexing Crimea and 
inserting troops and offensive military 
equipment into the Donbas region in 
the east. 

They have also targeted cyber at-
tacks against public and private enti-
ties in Ukraine and continue to use in-
formation to try to destabilize the 
democratically elected Government of 
Ukraine. 

By the way, Ukrainians have lost 
about 14,000 citizens in the last 5 years 
at the hands of the Russians—14,000— 
fathers, brothers. That would be, as a 
percentage of our population, like the 
United States losing about 115,000 peo-
ple. That is more than we lost in Viet-
nam and Korea combined—actually, 
Vietnam, Korea, Iraq, and Afghanistan 
combined. Think how we would feel. 

And let’s not forget that Russia con-
tinues, day by day, to conduct this low- 
grade but serious war against Ukraine. 

We all hope that instead of an inva-
sion, Russia chooses a diplomatic end 
to this current crisis, but we had better 
treat this threat of an invasion as a 
very real and serious possibility. Doing 
anything else would be irresponsible, 
given the massive mobilization and the 
past malign behavior. 

And all freedom-loving countries 
have an interest here. Ukraine is where 
the cause of freedom is under siege 
today in our generation. 

Eight years ago, Ukrainians made a 
very deliberate choice. They stood up 
to a corrupt Russian-backed govern-
ment, and they turned to the West, to 
the European Union, to America. They 
said that they wanted to be like us. 

I was in Ukraine in 2014 shortly after 
what is called the ‘‘Euromaidan,’’ the 
revolution of dignity. The barricades 
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were still there in the center of town. 
The Maidan is a square that was still 
occupied by Ukrainian patriots. They 
sat there in makeshift tents in the cold 
because they believed that their hard- 
won freedom was worth defending. 

And they did defend it. In the pro-
tests against the Russian-backed gov-
ernment, they lost 100 Ukrainian citi-
zens by the security forces of the Rus-
sian-backed government. These indi-
viduals were called the ‘‘Heavenly Hun-
dred,’’ and they are still honored today 
by memorials at the Maidan. Their 
freedom came at a high price, and they 
were willing to defend it then, as they 
are today. 

I was there as an election observer 
with other American and European of-
ficials, mostly parliamentarians from 
Europe, and we witnessed a fair and ro-
bust Presidential election with a huge 
turnout. I saw their patriotism and na-
tional pride. 

The Ukrainian people are proud and 
consider themselves Ukrainian, not 
Russian. They have been a free and 
independent country for 30 years, and 
since the protests in 2014, they have 
been on a track toward a Western-fo-
cused democracy and a free-market 
economy. It is their choice to be free 
and independent, and no country—no 
country—has the right to take that 
away from them. 

I also want to highlight a change 
since 2014, and that is in the pro-
ficiency of the Ukrainian military and 
the great tragedy that would result 
from an illegal invasion of Ukraine. 
The Ukrainian military will stand up, 
and they are ready. The military of 
today is a professional force that has 
been fighting this low-grade war with 
Russia for the past 8 years. It is not the 
military they had in 2014. They are, in-
stead, battle hardened today. And 
thanks to the United States and our al-
lies, including many NATO allies, they 
are better trained and better equipped 
than ever before. 

I have been to the line of contact in 
the Donbas region—the line of contact, 
which is where the Russian troops are 
on one side and the Ukrainian troops 
are on the other, firing back and forth 
periodically. I have seen these troops 
from Ukraine. They are tough. They 
know how to fight, and they will fight 
to defend their country. 

And Ukraine is a big country. It is a 
nation of 418 million people. In the cap-
ital city of Kyiv, there are almost 3 
million people. Think about the hu-
manitarian disaster that will ensue if 
there is an invasion—millions of inno-
cent civilians displaced from their 
homes in the dead of a Ukrainian win-
ter, fleeing desperately for safety, 
while fighting rages around them. This 
is not a sight anybody wants to see. 

By the way, the blood of these inno-
cents will be on the hands of the Rus-
sians. 

And there will be significant Russian 
casualties as well, and severe multilat-
eral sanctions that will be devastating 
for the Russian economy and targeted 

sanctions that will ensure that the era 
of Russian oligarchs treating the West 
as their playground while pillaging 
their own country of resources and 
wealth will be no more. 

In 2014, the Ukrainian people rejected 
authoritarianism and chose instead de-
mocracy, freedom of speech, freedom to 
gather, respect for the rule of law, free 
markets, prosperity. They are not 
going back. 

Despite Russia’s underlying efforts to 
destabilize Ukraine over the past 8 
years, the people of Ukraine remain 
committed to this independent, sov-
ereign, and democratic nation. They 
don’t want State control, repression, 
and fear. They instead seek liberty and 
opportunity. 

Moscow would have the world believe 
that somehow this massive, unwar-
ranted Russian buildup is about trying 
to shore up its border against threats 
from Ukraine and NATO. This is, of 
course, patently false and should be re-
jected out of hand by America and its 
many allies. Ukraine’s military pos-
ture has always been defensive. They 
just want to be left alone. And unlike 
Russia, Ukraine has upheld its commit-
ments under the Minsk agreements, 
which were designed to ensure a 
ceasefire in the Donbas region. NATO 
is defensive and is no threat to Russian 
territorial integrity. 

It is important to note that Ukraine 
is not asking for us to fight this war 
for them. They are asking us for in-
creased lethal military assistance to 
help them defend themselves should 
Russia make a mistake and invade 
Ukraine again. And they are asking all 
of us to abide by commitments we have 
made. In 1994, after the Berlin Wall 
came down, Ukraine signed what is 
called the Budapest Memorandum. It 
was a treaty where Ukraine agreed to 
give up its nuclear weapons in ex-
change for security guarantees from 
Russia, the United States, and the 
United Kingdom; that we would all re-
spect the independence and sovereignty 
of Ukraine and refrain from the threat 
or the use of force against Ukraine. 
These are commitments that must be 
honored. 

I know there is a lot that our country 
and this Congress are divided over 
today, and we see it played out on the 
floor and in the media constantly. But 
I will tell you, Republicans and Demo-
crats alike are united in backing 
Ukraine in this crisis. That is why it is 
so important that my colleague from 
New Hampshire is on the floor with me 
today. She has been a stalwart. We 
traveled to Ukraine 2 weeks ago and 
had the opportunity to meet with the 
leading officials there, including Presi-
dent Zelenskyy, but also talked to the 
Ukrainian people. And we let them 
know that on a bipartisan basis we sup-
port Ukraine. We have a bipartisan 
consensus on the broad structure of 
sanctions and an aid package for 
Ukraine. 

The sanctions, by the way, would 
cripple the Russian economy. We have 

some disagreement perhaps over 
preinvasion or postinvasion sanctions 
and how much on each, but we agree on 
sanctions. 

We also agree on assisting Ukraine 
with further and much needed support: 
defense against cyber attacks, as an ex-
ample, that the Russians are already 
conducting—and we expect more to 
come—and disinformation attacks 
coming from Russia. We agree, Repub-
licans and Democrats alike, not just on 
sanctions but providing more support 
to Ukraine for these critical areas. And 
of course we agreed on providing more 
military assistance to Ukraine so they 
can defend themselves. 

We have come to a consensus on 
these issues. What we now need is for 
all of us to work together, including 
the White House, to ensure that we can 
step forward and put legislation or a 
resolution on the floor to ensure that 
we are doing whatever we possibly can 
to make it clear what the consequences 
will be to act as a deterrent to Russia 
from making a terrible mistake. 

This is a critical time for us to act 
and to lead. It is time for us and the 
Congress and for this government to 
speak with one voice. Freedom in East-
ern Europe depends on it but so does 
the cause of freedom all around the 
world. 

I now yield to my colleague from 
New Hampshire Senator SHAHEEN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Hampshire. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Madam President, I 
couldn’t agree more with the com-
ments of my colleague Senator 
PORTMAN from Ohio. 

We are here on the floor today to 
convey strong bipartisan opposition 
that exists in this Senate to Vladimir 
Putin’s unprovoked aggression against 
our partner Ukraine. 

Now, like everyone in this body, I 
have been closely following the dete-
riorating political crisis that has been 
fabricated by Russia because, as Sen-
ator PORTMAN says, Ukraine has al-
ways been defensive. It has not been of-
fensive going against Russia, but Rus-
sia intends to further undermine and 
threaten Ukraine’s sovereignty. 

This Senate has a long history of 
supporting an independent and demo-
cratic Ukraine. Since Russia’s initial 
invasion in 2014, Congress has provided 
more than $2.7 billion in security as-
sistance and supported its government 
in advancing critical reforms to help 
Ukraine on its journey to greater Euro- 
Atlantic integration. 

I am proud to have been involved in 
a number of those bipartisan efforts to 
support Ukraine. As Senator PORTMAN 
said, last month, we traveled with a bi-
partisan delegation of seven Senators— 
four Democrats and three Repub-
licans—to meet with Ukrainian Presi-
dent Zelenskyy and other officials. We 
met with his national security team to 
discuss the Russian threat and how the 
United States can help our Ukrainian 
friends. 

The message from the Ukrainians 
was clear. They see their future in 
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partnership with the West. They share 
our democratic values, and their people 
are proud of their hard-won independ-
ence. 

So it is worth asking, if Ukraine has 
made its sovereign wish clear that it 
wants a future with Europe, why does 
Putin have more than 130,000 troops at 
its border? 

As Senator PORTMAN pointed out so 
well, it is not just its eastern border 
with Russia; it is its northern border 
with Belarus. So it has been said—but 
I think it is worth repeating—that this 
unprecedented Russian threat to 
Ukraine’s sovereignty is on Putin. It is 
on no one else. He has designed this 
crisis to advance his own revanchist 
agenda. He wants to reconstruct the 
Soviet Union and recreate his own 
sphere of interest, and he wrongfully 
sees Ukraine as part of this authori-
tarian future. 

But make no mistake, this isn’t just 
about Ukraine. Putin wants to dimin-
ish U.S. presence in Europe and to re-
write the European security order for 
his benefit and in blatant disregard for 
previous international agreements and 
treaties that Russia has signed. Sen-
ator PORTMAN talked about the Buda-
pest Memorandum. There have been 
other efforts to try and reduce tensions 
between Russia and Ukraine by Eu-
rope, but Putin has basically thumbed 
his nose at all of those efforts. He has 
shown repeated attempts to subvert 
democratic institutions in the United 
States, to attack our infrastructure, 
and to compromise the sovereignty of 
our allies around the globe. 

This is why what happens in Ukraine 
matters here in the United States. It is 
important that we stand up for our val-
ues; it is important that we stand up to 
protect our national security; and it is 
critical that we continue to uphold and 
protect the transatlantic security 
order that has given us peace and pros-
perity for over 70 years, since the end 
of World War II. 

As Putin tries to dismantle and di-
vide the very alliance that has kept us 
safe for more than 70 years, it is all the 
more important that we strengthen our 
resolve through a strong message of 
unbreakable unity. 

It is critical that the Senate take up 
and pass bipartisan legislation that 
shows our support for Ukraine and our 
opposition to Russia and what Putin is 
doing. I have been working toward this 
goal. I especially want to commend 
Senator PORTMAN for his work and 
leadership because he has also been 
working toward this goal. The Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee chair-
man and ranking member, Senators 
MENENDEZ and RISCH, continue their ef-
forts to find a bipartisan path forward. 
And I am sure Senator PORTMAN would 
agree with me that when we say we are 
committed to doing our part to forge a 
path forward on this legislation, we 
mean that is what we want to do; that 
this is an opportunity for us to show 
the rest of the world that we are 
united. 

That is why we are here today, to 
send a strong bipartisan message to 
Putin, to Ukraine, and to our allies. We 
must lead by example and convey, as 
we have done through our Ukrainian 
partners and our transatlantic allies, 
that we must not leave any space for 
Putin to sow further discord. 

Therefore, the Senate doesn’t really 
have a choice; we must send a message 
of strong, unequivocal bipartisan re-
solve. For many years, Senator 
PORTMAN and I and others in the 
Ukraine Caucus have worked closely to 
support the Ukrainian people. We trav-
eled to Kyiv to ensure the U.S. resolve 
for our Ukrainian partners was abso-
lute. We teamed up to increase mili-
tary assistance to Ukraine, and we 
have spoken to ensure, on the topic of 
Ukraine, that this Senate speaks with 
one bipartisan voice. 

So today we stand united here on the 
floor of the Senate to send an un-
equivocal message to Putin: You will 
not divide the Senate; you will not di-
vide the United States; and you will 
not divide the transatlantic alliance. 

Diplomacy remains an option, I hope, 
to deescalate this situation and to pur-
sue a peaceful resolution, but if Putin 
decides to further invade Ukraine, he 
will only succeed in uniting us all— 
Democrats, Republicans, Americans, 
and the transatlantic alliance—in send-
ing a message of unmistakable resolve 
against his belligerence. I hope he 
chooses peace rather than war, but we 
plan to be ready. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Ohio. 

Mr. PORTMAN. I would like to com-
mend my colleague from New Hamp-
shire for her strong statement. There 
should be no mistake here. The United 
States of America is united, as this 
place is united, the Senate and the 
House, Republicans and Democrats 
alike, in standing with Ukraine. 

And if there were to be another inva-
sion, the consequences would be dev-
astating for Russia. It would also, by 
the way, be harmful to the stability of 
Europe and the cause of freedom all 
around the world because then you 
would have an authoritarian country 
coming into a democratically elected 
smaller country and invading it, as 
Russia has already done in Crimea and 
parts of Donbas. 

So this effort tonight on the floor is 
simply to make it very clear that re-
gardless of what legislative vehicle we 
end up choosing or resolution or other, 
there is no question that we are united, 
both Republicans and Democrats, in 
doing what is nonpartisan, which is 
standing up for freedom, which is what 
America has traditionally done. 

I thank my colleague. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Hampshire. 
Mrs. SHAHEEN. Would my colleague 

yield for a question? 
Mr. PORTMAN. Absolutely. 
Mrs. SHAHEEN. Because as he points 

out, if Putin does invade Ukraine, as he 
said, it would be devastating for 

Ukraine, for those of us who believe in 
freedom, and the right of each indi-
vidual country to determine their own 
future; but this would also be the big-
gest conflict in Europe since World 
War II; is that correct? 

Mr. PORTMAN. That is correct. And 
if there is an invasion, it would be the 
first time since 1945 that we have seen 
this kind of malign behavior—not just 
an invasion but even the proof we have 
seen of the so-called hybrid attacks, 
the cyber attacks, the disinformation 
attacks, which is why so many in Eu-
rope are alarmed, particularly in the 
Baltics and Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia 
and Poland, Romania. Countries that 
are right on the border, they realize 
that this is not going to end in Ukraine 
if this is what happens. It will send a 
message that we no longer have this 
post-World War II security system in 
place in Europe that has kept the 
peace. 

So my hope is that we will continue 
to see not just unity here on the floor 
of the Senate and in the House and in 
the White House to stand up for 
Ukraine but among our allies because 
all of us are engaged in this. 

And I must say I think what Russia 
and Vladimir Putin have done quite 
well in the last several weeks is unify 
the transatlantic alliance in ways I 
have rarely seen it. So NATO is strong-
er than ever because the Secretary 
General of NATO talked about this. He 
sounds exactly like we do, meaning 
that this shall not stand and cannot 
happen. So I think this is going to 
bring us together. 

But deterrence is what we are all 
about—a peaceful resolution, a backing 
off, and the ability to allow a free and 
independent people of Ukraine to have 
their sovereignty and territorial integ-
rity respected. 

Now, may I ask my colleague from 
New Hampshire a question? 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Absolutely. 
Mr. PORTMAN. We have seen here on 

the floor of the Senate lots of back- 
and-forth and partisanship. I made the 
assertion earlier that I see colleagues 
on both sides of the aisle being unified 
on this. I certainly feel that way with 
my Republican colleagues. Can the 
Senator speak to it as to her Demo-
cratic colleagues? 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Certainly, the Pre-
siding Officer would agree with me that 
in the Democratic caucus we are also 
united with the Republican caucus in 
wanting to support Ukraine to ensure 
that they can determine their own fu-
ture and to hold Vladimir Putin ac-
countable. 

As you say, hopefully, diplomacy will 
win out, and there will be some way in 
which we can work with Vladimir 
Putin to address some of his concerns. 
We are certainly not going to allow 
Putin and Russia to determine 
Ukraine’s future—to say to Ukraine 
‘‘You can’t join NATO’’ or to say to 
Europe and NATO ‘‘You can’t expand 
into Europe if countries want to join.’’ 
Hopefully, he will choose a path that is 
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going to be good not just for Europe 
and the United States and Ukraine but 
for Russia, because, as the German 
Chancellor said to us last week when 
he met with a number of Senators: In 
the long run, this will not be good for 
Russia—for its energy future—because 
Europe is going to get off Russian en-
ergy a lot faster if Russia invades 
Ukraine, and it is not going to be good 
for Russia’s standing either in Europe 
or in the world. 

So, hopefully, Putin will choose the 
reasonable approach, which is that he 
will choose diplomacy and not choose 
war. 

It is our job—that of the trans-
atlantic alliance and those of us here 
in Congress—to hold Putin accountable 
if he makes the wrong choice, to make 
sure that we put in place crippling 
sanctions, that we provide the assist-
ance that Ukraine needs in fighting 
Russia, and that we make it clear to 
the world that the world order that we 
have defended for the last 70 years we 
are going to continue to defend. 

Mr. PORTMAN. Well said. 
I yield the floor. 
Mrs. SHAHEEN. Madam President, I 

suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT—EXECUTIVE 

CALENDAR 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that all 
postcloture time on the Califf nomina-
tion be expired and that the vote on 
confirmation be at 12 noon, Tuesday, 
February 15, and that if the nomina-
tion is confirmed, the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon 
the table and the President be imme-
diately notified of the Senate’s action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 
move to proceed to legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 
move to proceed to executive session to 
consider Calendar No. 692. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Celeste Ann 

Wallander, of Maryland, to be an As-
sistant Secretary of Defense. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. SCHUMER. I send a cloture mo-
tion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 692, Celeste 
Ann Wallander, of Maryland, to be an Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense. 

Charles E. Schumer, Jack Reed, Chris-
topher A. Coons, Benjamin L. Cardin, 
Joe Manchin III, Catherine Cortez 
Masto, Debbie Stabenow, Tammy Bald-
win, Christopher Murphy, Margaret 
Wood Hassan, Tammy Duckworth, 
Jeanne Shaheen, Michael F. Bennet, 
Tina Smith, Brian Schatz, Mark R. 
Warner, Richard J. Durbin. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 
move to proceed to legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 
move to proceed to executive session to 
consider Calendar No. 476. 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of David A. 
Honey, of Virginia, to be Deputy Under 
Secretary of Defense. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 
send a cloture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 476, David 
A. Honey, of Virginia, to be Deputy Under 
Secretary of Defense. 

Charles E. Schumer, Jack Reed, Richard 
Blumenthal, Catherine Cortez Masto, 
Richard J. Durbin, Sheldon White-
house, Jacky Rosen, Margaret Wood 
Hassan, Mark Kelly, Benjamin L. 
Cardin, Brian Schatz, Debbie Stabe-
now, Angus S. King, Jr., Patrick J. 
Leahy, Martin Heinrich, Tim Kaine, 
Gary C. Peters, Chris Van Hollen. 

Mr. SCHUMER. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the mandatory quorum calls 

for the cloture motions filed today, 
February 14, be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to legislative session and 
be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ARMS SALES NOTIFICATION 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Madam President, 
section 36(b) of the Arms Export Con-
trol Act requires that Congress receive 
prior notification of certain proposed 
arms sales as defined by that statute. 
Upon such notification, the Congress 
has 30 calendar days during which the 
sale may be reviewed. The provision 
stipulates that, in the Senate, the noti-
fication of proposed sales shall be sent 
to the chairman of the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. 

In keeping with the committee’s in-
tention to see that relevant informa-
tion is available to the full Senate, I 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD the notifications which 
have been received. If the cover letter 
references a classified annex, then such 
annex is available to all Senators in 
the office of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, room SD–423. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

DEFENSE SECURITY 
COOPERATION AGENCY, 

Arlington, VA. 
Hon. ROBERT MENENDEZ, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended, 
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No. 
21–46 concerning the Army’s proposed Let-
ter(s) of Offer and Acceptance to the Govern-
ment of Jordan for defense articles and serv-
ices estimated to cost $70 million. After this 
letter is delivered to your office, we plan to 
issue a news release to notify the public 
ofthis proposed sale. 

Sincerely, 
JAMES A HURSCH, 

Director. 
Enclosures. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 21–46 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(l) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended 
(i) Prospective Purchaser: Government of 

Jordan. 
(ii) Total Estimated Value: 
Major Defense Equipment* $50 million. 
Other $20 million. 
Total $70 million. 
Funding Source: Foreign Military Financ-

ing (FMF). 
(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-

tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase: 
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